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O n the Nature of Evil
The C osm ic M y t h s  o f L e w is , T olkien  &  W i l l ia m s
V ernon  H y le s
Like a ll C h r istia n s , C.S. L ew is, J.R.R. T olk ien , and  
C harles Williams had to  rea ch  a d ia lec tic  in  o rd er  to  
a ccep t th e  p r e se n c e  o f e v il in  a w orld  crea ted  b y  an  
o m n isc ien t and b e n e fic e n t God. Each d ev e lo p ed  th a t  
d ia lectic  in  a d if fe r e n t  w ay. For L ew is, th e  co n fro n ta ­
tion  w ith e v il and h is  exp lan ation  fo r  i t s  e x is te n c e  
com es in  The S crew tap e  L e tter s  (1943) and sh o w s th a t  
L ew is w as w ell acquam nted  w ith  Hell, The a n t ith e s is  is  
r e v e a le d  in  L e w is’ T he G reat D iv o r c e  (1 9 4 6 ), an  
ex tra o rd in a ry  n a rra tiv e  o f  a jo u r n e y  th r o u g h  th e  
H eaven o f L ew is’ ow n in te lle c tu a l v is io n ; h o w ev er , it  
w as th e  so -c a lle d  "Ransom T rilogy" (Out o f th e  S ilen t  
P la n et. 1943, P ere la n d ra . 1944, T hat H ideous S tr e n g th . 
1946) th a t both  co d ified  and c la r ified  L ew is’ cosm ol­
o g y . For T olk ien , The Lord o f th e  R ings becam e th e  
v e h ic le  th ro u g h  w hich  th e  w r iter  cou ld  add su p p o r t to  
th e  old  m yth s and  re c r e a te  new  o n es  w h ich  w ould  
s tr e n g th e n  th e  C h ristian  A p oca lyp tic  v is io n  and  p ro v e  
m y th op oetica lly  B ib lica l e sc h a to lo g y . For Williams, h is  
n o v e ls  r e f le c t  how pow er, th e  pow er o f  good and  ev il, 
th e  pow er o f  lo v e , th e  pow er o f  o b je c ts  and  th in g s ,  
can  be a v e h ic le  for  th e  e s s e n t ia l  g o o d n e ss  or fo r  it s  
a n t ith e s is  w hich  m isu se s  and p e r v e r ts  pow er. All th ree  
attem pted  to  u se  fa n ta s y  a s  th e  la n g u a g e  th ro u g h  
w hich th e  prob lem s o f and th e  id e n tific a tio n  o f good  
and ev il cou ld  be so lv ed  and p in p o in ted . Each accom ­
p lish ed  h is  en d  in  h is  ow n m anner.
The th e o r ie s  o f th e  n a tu re  o f e v il ex ten d  o v er  
th e  b o u n d a r ie s  o f m any s c ie n c e s  or su b je c t  m atters. 
T h ey o c c u p y  a p lace in  m eta p h y sic s  and lite r a tu r e . 
T hey are  o f  fu n d am en ta l im portance in  a ll th e  moral 
s c ie n c e s , e th ic s , econom ics, p o lit ic s , and law. T hey  
ap p ear in  a ll o f th e  s c ie n c e s  o f human b eh a v io r  su ch  
a s  p sy c h o lo g y  and so c io lo g y , a n d , to  a le s s e r  d e g r e e ,  
in  th e  n a tu ra l s c ie n c e s , th o u g h  it  is  tr ea ted  d if fe r ­
e n t ly  and is  o f  le s s  im p ortan ce. In  th a t p a r t o f  
th e o lo g y  in  w h ich  C.S. L ew is c o n c e r n s  h im self w h ich  
g o e s  b ey o n d  m eta p h y sic s  and  moral p h ilo so p h y , we 
m eet w ith  th e  co n cep t o f  in f in ite  g o o d n e ss  and  p u r ity  
—  th e  g o o d n e s s  an d  p u r it y  o f  a  su p r e m e  b e in g  
— v e r s e s  th e  co n cep t o f in f in ite  e v il —  th e  e v il o f  
Satan  — and w e th en  fa ce  th e  problem  o f how God’s 
g o o d n e ss  is  to  be u n d ersto o d  b y  man and  how th e  
ultim ate e v il i s  to  b e exp la in ed  in  th e  fa c e  o f  th is  
in f in ite  g o o d n e ss . The th eo lo g ica l problem  w h ich  is  
tr a d itio n a lly  ca lled  th e  problem  o f e v il c o n c e r n s  th e  
w hole u n iv e r s e  in  i t s  re la tio n  to  th e  d iv in e . How, th en , 
a re  w e to  u n d ersta n d  th e  e x is te n c e  to  e v il in  a w orld  
crea ted  b y  a God w ho is  om nipoten t and  p e r fe c t ly  
good?
In L ew is’ tr ilo g y , th is  problem  o f  th e  exp lan ation  
o f e v il i s  accom p lish ed  b y  a lleg o r ica lly  c r e a tin g  an  
E den, P ere lan d ra , b e fo re  co rru p tio n , a c rea to r . M aleldil 
th e  Y oung, and  an e x c u se  fo r  e v il in  th e  b e s t  e ld ila  o f  
T hu lcan d ra . L ew is ex p la in s  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  e v il  in  
w orld s in  w h ich  th e  God r e ig n s  b y  a s s ig n in g  a c tu a lity  
and tr u th  to  all th e  m yth s. If th e r e  e x is t s  a  God w ith  
se r v a n ts  and p r o p h e ts  and fo llo w ers , th e r e  m ust a lso  
e x is t  an  in f in ite  e v il w ith  i t s  p r o p h e ts , s e r v a n ts ,  and  
fo llo w ers. T h is can  be a c c e p te d  if  th e  m yth o f th e  
s t r u g g le  b e tw een  God and S atan  is  fa c t . As Ransom  
c o n tem p la ted _ th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  King and  Q ueen o f  
P ere la n d ra  "he w on d ered  a lso  w h e th er  th e  King and  
Q ueen, th o u g h  d o u b tle ss  th e  f ir s t  human pair o f th is  
p la n et, m ight on th e  p h y s ic a l s id e  h a v e  a m arine  
a n c e s tr y . And if  so , w hat th en  o f th e  m an -lik e th in g s  
b efore  men in  our ow n w orld? M ust th e y  in  tr u th  
h a v e  b een  th e  w is t fu l b r u ta lit ie s  w h ose  p ic tu r e s  we 
se e  in  th e  p op u lar books on  ev o lu tio n ?  Or w ere  th e  
old m yth s tru er  than  th e  m odern m yths?" (L ew is, P e r -
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e lan d ra , p. 102, h erea fter  r e ferred  to  a s  P ere ) A gain  
Lewis exp la in s in  P erelan d ra  th a t "the w hole d is t in c ­
tion  b etw een  fa c t and m yth w as p u re ly  terrestr ia l."  
P ere , p . 147) In L ew is’ cosm ic m yth, h ow ever , th e  
e x is te n c e  o f e v il is  ta k en  on  fa ith  ju s t  a s  fa ith  in  God 
is  co n sid ered  a n e c e s s ity  in  m odern th eo lo g y  and is  
not in  n eed  o f an exp lanation , "you rem em ber," sa y s  
Dr. Dimble in  That H ideous S tr e n g th , " there dw ell in  
th e  s k y  many k in d s o f w ig h ts . Some o f  them  are  good , 
and som e w ork evil."  (That H ideous S tr e n g th , p . 32, 
h erea fter  re fe r r e d  to  a s  THS) In P ere la n d ra , Lewis 
r e ite r a te s  th is  p o in t b y  sa y in g  "as th ere  is  one fa ce  
ab ove all w orld s m erely  to  se e  w hich  is  ir re v o ca b le  
jo y , so  a t th e  bottom of a ll w orld s th a t fa ce  is  w a itin g  
w hose s ig h t  a lone in  th e  m isery  from  w hich  none who  
b eh o ld s it  can  recover ."  (P e r e , p . I l l )  The m yth o f 
th e  a n c ien t w orld , th en , Lewis h o ld s to  be tr u e , and  
he p a ra lle ls  th e s e  m yths in  h is  tr ilo g y . M alacandra is  
th e  a n c ien t w orld in  w h ich  O yarsa h as co n q u ered  th e  
b en t O yarsa and all th e  id ea ls  w hich  man co n s id e r s  
b e s t  are  tru e . The H rossa, S eron i, and P f if ltr ig g i a ll 
liv e  to g e th e r  a s "Hnau" d o in g  w hat th e y  do b e s t , co n ­
te n t and hap p y . T here e x is ts  in  L ew is’ m yth o logy  an  
E d en  u n c o r r u p te d  b y  E v il an d  an  E ve a s  y e t  
untem pted; h ow ever, th e  e v il d oes come in  th e  b od y  of 
W eston and to  some e x te n t e v e n  Ransom, and th e  
tem ptation  and fa ll is  reto ld  in  P erelan d ran  term s. In  
th is  in s ta n ce , th o u g h , th e  tem ptation  is  th w arted  b y  
P ere la n d ra ’s C hrist, Ransom. "For it  seem s to  us,"  
sa y s  th e  g reen  la d y , "that M aleldil s e n t  you  in to  our  
w orld a t th a t d ay  w hen  th e  tim e o f our b e in g  y o u n g  
drew  to  it s  en d , and from  it  we m ust now go  u p  or 
dow n in to  co rru p tio n  or in to  p er fec tio n . M aleldil has  
ta k en  u s  w h ere  he m eant u s  to  be: b u t o f M aleldil’s 
in s tru m en ts  in  th is , you  w ere th e  ch ief."  (P ere , p. 
208) W hereas P erelan d ra  ta k e s  th e  w ay to  p er fec tio n , 
T hulcandra, a fter  th e  fa ll, m ust d e s tr o y  e v il th ro u g h  
th e  seco n d  com ing, in  L ew is’ m yth th e  com ing of Mer­
lin  and  th e  r e su r r e c te d  Ransom. The dogm a o f L ew is 
a lso  a n sw ers  th e  p rev a len t th eo lo g ica l q u estio n  a sk in g  
s in c e  God is  good and sin ce  e v e r y th in g  w h ich  h ap p en s  
is  a r e su lt  o f p ro v id en ce  and w ith in  God’s  pow er, how  
can  w e a ccou n t for  th e  s in  o f Satan  or th e  fa ll o f 
man, w ith  a ll th e  e v il  c o n se q u e n t b eca u se  o f th e s e ,  
w ith ou t lim iting God’s pow er or a b so lv in g  th e  e r r in g  
cre a tu r e  from re sp o n s ib ility ?
The fundam ental them e in  th e  tr i lo g y  is  th e  
s tr u g g le  b etw een  th e  q u a litie s  o f good and th e  q u a li­
t ie s  o f  ev il. Dn Mars, th e  Hnau had n e v e r  fa llen  
b eca u se  of th e  p ro tectio n  o f Oyarsa; on  V enus, th ere  
w as no O yarsa fo r  M aleldil w as s t ill  in  th e  p r o c e s s  o f 
m aking th is  w orld old . With th e  com ing o f  W eston, th e  
E ve o f P ere lan d ra  w as fa ced  w ith  th e  ch o ic e s  w hich  
w ould e ith er  perm it h er  w orld  to  rem ain good , lik e  
Mars, or p lu n g e  it  in to  d iv is io n  a s i s  th e  ca se  on  
E arth . The a n ta g o n is ts  and p r o ta g o n is ts  are  ob v io u s . 
In  Out o f th e  S ilen t P la n et, W eston is  ev il, for  as  
O yarsa s a y s  "he h as le f t  you  th is  one b eca u se  a b en t  
hnau can  do more e v il th an  a b roken  one." (Out of 
th e  S ilen t P la n et, p . 139, h erea fter  re fe r r e d  to  a s  
OSP) O yarsa h as se e n  "how th e  lord  o f th e  s i le n t  
w orld  h a s  b en t"  W eston  (O SP, p . 138) . R ansom ,
b eca u se  o f h is  a sso c ia tio n  w ith  th e  h ro ssa , O yarsa, 
and th e  e ld ils  o f d eep  h ea v en , is  b a sica lly  good . 
"They w ere a ll hnau . T h ey  has stood  sh o u ld er  to  
sh o u ld er  in  th e  fa ce  o f  an en em y... and h e , e v e n  Ran­
som, had come th ro u g h  it  and n ot b een  d isg ra ced . He 
had grow n up." (OSP, p . 81) In P ere la n d ra , W eston  
aga in  has becom e th e  v e h ic le  o f th e  b en t O yarsa. Wes­
ton  h im self sa y s  th a t " th in g s (are) com ing in to  my 
head . I ’m b e in g  p rep ared  a ll th e  time. B eing made a 
f i t  r e c ep ta c le  for it." (P e r e , p . 94) L ater, Ransom  
w itn e s se s  W eston’s  dualism :
The h orr ib le  th in g s  b egan  h a p p en in g . A 
spasm  lik e  th a t p r e c e d in g  a d ea d ly  vom it 
tw is ted  W eston’s  fa ce  o u t o f reco g n it io n . As 
it  p a sse d , fo r  on e seco n d  som eth in g  lik e  th e  
old  W eston reap p eared  —  th e  old W eston, 
sta r in g  w ith  e y e s  o f  h orror and h ow ling , 
"Ransom, Ransom! For C h r ist’s  sak e  d on ’t  le t  
them  — " and in s ta n t ly  h is  w hole b od y  sp u n  
round a s  it  h e had b een  h it b y  a r e v o lv e r -  
b u lle t and he fe l l  to  th e  ea rth , and  w as 
th e r e  ro llin g  a t Ransom’s fe e t ,  s la v e r in g  and  
c h a tte r in g  and tea r in g  u p  th e  m oss b y  h an d ­
fu ls . (P ere , p . 96)
On V enus, too , Ransom w as th e  C hrist f ig u r e , th e  
o n ly  in te lle c t  a g a in s t  th e  d iab o lica l Un-M an. Ransom  
s a y s , "I know  you  a re  fe e lin g  th e  a b su r d ity  o f it . Dr. 
Elwin Ransom se t t in g  o u t s in g le -h a n d e d  to  com bat th e  
p ow ers and  p r in c ip a lit ie s . You may e v e n  be w on d erin g  
i f  I ’v e  g o t  megalomania." (P e r e . p . 23) On E arth , th e  
o b v io u s  p r o ta g o n is ts  w ere ,a  sm all gro u p  o f  C h ristian s  
h ead ed  b y  th e  r e su r r e c te d  Merlin and th e  F ish e r -  
King, th e  r e su r r e c te d  Ransom. The a n ta g o n is ts  w ere  
th e  grou p  from N.I.C.E., b acked  b y  th e  b en t e ld ils  o f  
T hulcandra . All o f th e  q u a litie s  o f e v il seem  to  be 
r e p r e se n te d  b y  th e  N ational In s t itu te  o f C oordinated  
E xperim ents in  g en era l and b y  it s  D ep u ty  D irector, 
W ither, in  p a rticu la r . He is  an  old  man, s ig n ify in g  th e  
a g e  o f e v il and  it s  a c t iv ity  s in c e  th e  fall; he is  o b ese , 
sh ow in g  th e  p e r v a s iv e n e s s  o f  ev il; h is  e y e s  are  weak  
and w a tery , p ara lle lin g  th e  d a r k n e ss  o f  e v il v e r s u s  
th e  l ig h t  o f good; he is ,  lik e  ev il, s e lf -c e n te r e d ;  and  
he is  v a g u e , sym bolic o f th e  am orphous q u a lity  o f 
ev il.
M yth, fa ith , and  d ea th  are  all a p a r t o f th e  
th eo lo g y  crea ted  b y  L ew is. In  tr u th , L ew is u s e s  th e  
u n iv e r s e  to  ex ten d  th e  id ea  th a t th e  H ebrew , G reek, 
Roman, and  M edieval m yths are  r e a lit ie s . "All th e  
th in g s  w hich  ap p eared  a s m yth o logy  on E arth are  
sc a tte r e d  th ro u g h  o th er  w orld s a s  rea lities ."  (P e r e , p . 
23) U nlike som e C h ristian  th eo lo g ia n s , th e  M artians 
and L ew is do n ot look u p on  d eath  a s  e v il , b u t sim ply  
as one o f th e  w ays in  w hich  M aleldil w ork s. Ransom  
exp la in s fa ith  in  M aleldil’s  w a y s to th e  g r e e n  lad y  
and , in  so  d o in g , ex p la in s C h ristian  fa ith .
In a ll th e s e  o th er  m atters w hat you  ca ll 
o b e y in g  Him is  b u t d o in g  w hat seem s good  in  
y o u r  own e y e s  a lso . Is  love  c o n te n t w ith  
that?  You do them , in d eed , b eca u se  th e y  are  
His w ill,, b u t n ot o n ly  b ec a u se  th e y  are His 
w ill. Where can% you  ta s te  th e  jo y  o f  o b e y in g  
u n le s s  he b id s  you  do som eth in g  for  w hich  
h is  b id d in g  is  th e  o n ly  reason ?  When we
sp o k e  la s t  you  said  th a t if  you  to ld  th e  
b e a sts  to  w alk on th e ir  h ea d s, th e y  w ould  
d e lig h t to do so . So I know  th a t you  u n d e r ­
stan d  w ell th a t  I am sa y in g . (P ere , p . 118)
The g r e e n  la d y  r e p lie s , "We can n ot w alk o u t o f 
M aleldil’s  will: b u t he h as g iv e n  u s  a w ay to  w alk ou t 
o f our will." (P e r e , p . 188)
W h ereas Out o f  th e  S i le n t  P la n e t  t r e a t s  th e  
q u a lity  and tr u th fu ln e s s  o f m yth and P ere lan d ra  th e  
tem ptation  o f good by  e v il , That H ideous S tren g th  
c o n cern s  th e  a ctu a l w ar b etw een  th e  fo r c e s  o f good  
and ev il. It is  th e  e v il E ldila o f Earth w ho co n tro l th e  
Head and th e  lea d e r s  a t B elb u ry , ju s t  a s  P erelan d ra  
and th e  o th er  O yeresu  o f D eep H eaven co n tro l Ransom  
and th e  h ou seh o ld  a t S t. A nne’s . The dark  e ld ila  o f  
Earth b e liev ed  th a t th e  se v e n th  law w hich  sa id  th a t  
no in h a b ita n ts  o f  D eep H eaven w ould e v e r  come to
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Earth u n til th e  en d  w ould p r o te c t  th e ir  m ission . Yet 
now it  w as rev ea led  to  Ransom th a t th is  law had b een  
b rok en  b y  th e  e v il men in  th e ir  con tam ination  o f  th e  
u n fa llen  w orld s, Mars and  V enus. As th e  s id e s  take  
sh a p e , i t  is  a lso  rev ea led  th a t th e  pow er o f M aleldil 
cou ld  unm ake all o f T h u lcandra , b u t it  is  His in ten tio n  
to w ork th ro u g h  a man. T h ey  u s e  M erlin, a  man who  
u n d e r s ta n d s  th e  good and  e v il u s e  o f  m agic, th u s  
p ro v in g  th a t God can  cr e a te  good  o u t o f  ev il.
F in a lly , th e  iso la tion  o f  th e  E arth h as allow ed  
e v il to  becom e th e  dom inant fo r c e  on T hu lcandra . All 
o f i t s  m an ifesta tion s p o in t to L ew is’ p erso n a l p h ilo s ­
o p h y  a s  to  th e  n a tu re  o f ev il. He c o n tr a s ts  th e  s c ie n ­
t if ic  v iew p o in t, W eston’s, w ith  th e  hum anistic  p h ilo s ­
op h y , Ransom ’s. It i s  e a sy  to  se e  w hat Lewis e q u a te s  
w ith  sc ie n t if ic  exp lan a tion s and  th e o r ie s . W eston v e r ­
b a lizes  th e  s c ie n t is t ’s  b a sic  prem ise: "You ca n n o t be  
so  sm all-m inded  a s  to  th in k  th a t th e  r ig h t s  or  th e  life  
o f an in d iv id u a l or o f a  million in d iv id u a ls  are  o f th e  
s l ig h te s t  im portance in  com parison  to  th is."  (OSP, p. 
27) L ew is i s  a lso  c o n sc io u s  o f th e  c o r r u p tiv e  p ow ers  
o f o rg a n ized  re lig io n . I t  is  p o ss ib le , he sa y s , to  do 
much e v il in  th e  name o f  good . Ransom "had b een  
h au n ted  b y  a c o n sc ie n tio u s  sc r u p le  a s  to  w h eth er  it  
m ight n ot be h is  d u ty  to  u n d er ta k e  th e ir  r e lig io u s  
in s tru ctio n ; now, a s  a  r e su lt  o f  h is  te n ta t iv e  e f fo r ts ,  
he fou n d  h im self b e in g  trea ted  a s  if  he w ere  th e  
sa v a g e  and  b e in g  g iv e n  a f ir s t  sk e tc h  o f  c iv iliz ed  
relig ion ."  (OSP. p. 68) The c e n tu r ie s  o f co n tro l o f  th e  
E arth b y  th e  b en t e ld ila  h a v e  a lso  fo s te r e d  e v il id e a s  
and in s t in c t s  up on  m ankind.
At la s t  it  daw ned up on  him th a t i t  w as  
n ot th e y , b u t h is  ow n sp e c ie s , th a t w ere  th e  
p u zz le . That th e  h r o ssa  sh ou ld  h a v e  su ch  
in s t in c t s  w a s m ild ly  s u r p r is in g ;  b u t how  
c lo se  it  th a t th e  in s t in c t s  o f  th e  h ro ssa  so  
c lo s e ly  resem b led  th e  u n a tta in ed  id e a s  o f  
th a t fa r -d iv id e d  sp e c ie s  Man w h ose  in s t in c t s  
w ere so  d ep lo ra b ly  d if fe r e n t. (OSP, p . 74)
I f  w e are  to  b e lie v e  in  d e v ils  and w itc h e s  and  
b en t e ld ils , and  d o es  L ew is, w e m ust se e  som e outw ard  
s ig n  o f th e ir  w ork. L ew is m entions m any p la c e s  in  
w hich  e v il d o es  i t s  w ork m ateria lly , th u s  g iv in g  u s  
some in s ig h t  a s  to  i t s  n a tu re . F ir s t , it  is  s ly  and  
cu n n in g , for  a s  Ransom s a y s , "Oh, th e y ’ll p u t a ll so r ts  
o f th in g s  in to  y o u r  head  (sp ea k in g  o f th e  b e s t  e ld ils )  
if  you  le t  them . The b e s t  p lan  is  to  make no n o tice  
and k eep  s tr a ig h t  on. Don’t  t r y  to  a n sw er them . T hey  
lik e  d raw in g  you  in to  an  in term in ab le  argum ent."  
(P ere , p . 21) S eco n d ly , e v il ta k e s  th a t w h ich  is  good  
and r ig h t  and  tw is ts  it  in to  som eth in g  fo u l and  hor­
r ib le . When th e  g r e e n  la d y  sa y s  to  Ransom, "I w onder  
if  you  w ere  se n t h ere  to  tea ch  u s  death ,"  (P e r e . p. 
67) w e are  rem inded th a t on M ars, w h ere  th e r e  is  no  
ev il, d eath  i s  lo g ica l and  n a tu ra l and  w ith ou t an  e v il  
con n ota tion . As e v il m olds o b je c ts  to  i t s  ow n en d , so  
it  d o es , too , w ith  id ea s . W eston sa y s , "Your D evil and  
you r God a re  both  p ic tu r e s  o f th e  sam e fo r c e . Your 
h ea v en  is  a p ic tu re  o f th e  p e r fe c t  sp ir itu a lity  ahead; 
you r h ell a  p ic tu re  o f th e  u r g e  or n is u s  w h ich  is  
d r iv in g  u s  on to  it  from  b eh in d . Hence th e  s ta tic  
p ea ce  o f  th e  on e and th e  fir e  and d a r k n e ss  o f th e  
other."  (P e r e . p. 93-94) E vil te n d s , too , to rep la ce  God 
w ith  man and p u t ou r fa ith  and  e n e r g y  in to  t e r r e s ­
tr ia l ra th er  th an  h e a v e n ly  id ea s . E vil s a y s , "B ecause  
th e  w orld i s  made up  n ot o n ly  o f w hat is  b u t w hat 
m ight b e . M aleldil know s both  and  w an ts u s  to  know  
both."  (P e r e . p . 104) The F au stian  them e is  ad v a n ced  
aga in  w ith  W eston sa y in g  th a t "Since P iebald  and  I 
h ave come to  you r  w orld we h a v e  p u t m any th in g s  
in to  y o u r  mind w h ich  M aleldil h as n ot. Do you  n ot se e  
th a t He is  le t t in g  g o  o f  y o u r  hand a little?"  (P e r e , p.
104) When W eston d e sc r ib e s  th e  woman o f  T h u lcandra  
he d e sc r ib e s  th e  fin a l outcom e o f  r ep la c in g  God w ith  
man: "Their m inds ru n  ahead  o f M aleldil had to ld
them . T h ey  do n ot n eed  to  w ait for  him to  te l l  them  
w hat i s  good , b u t know  it  fo r  th e m se lv e s  a s  He d o es. 
T h ey are , a s  it  w ere , lit t le  M aleldils." (P e r e . p. 106) 
Lewis em p h a sizes th a t e v il  is  n ot n e c e s s a r ily  com pa­
tib le  w ith  ou r C h ristian  c o n c e p ts  o f i t s  terro r . "Ran­
som p e r c e iv e d  th a t he had n e v e r  b e fo re  se e n  a n y th in g  
b u t h a lf -h e a r te d  and  u n e a sy  a ttem p ts a t e v il . T his  
cre a tu r e  (W eston) w as w h o le -h ea r ted . The ex trem ity  o f  
i t s  e v il had p a sse d  b eyon d  a ll s t r u g g le  in to  som e 
s ta te  w h ich  bore  a h o rr ib le  sim ilarity  to  in n ocen ce."  
(P e r e , p . I l l )  E ven  th e  m ost in n o cen t ca llin g  o f  
Ransom ’s  name b y  th e  e v il th a t i s  W eston is  im m easur­
a b ly  w ick ed . The n a tu re  o f  e v il is  th a t  it  i s  a ttr a c tiv e , 
fu lf il lin g , to  b e d e s ir e d . T em ptation p la y s  u p o n  th is  
w ea k n ess; th e  d e s ir e  fo r  th e  u n k n ow n , th e  fo rb id d en . 
"This P iebald ,"  s a y s  W eston, "does n o t w ant you  to  
hear me, b eca u se  h e w a n ts to  k eep  you  y o u n g . He 
d o es  n ot w an t you  to  go  on  to  th e  new  f r u it s  th a t  
you  h a v e  n e v e r  ta s te d  before ."  (P e r e . p . 113) T hough  
e v il a cco m p lish es i t s  en d s  a t tim es, L ew is a r g u e s  th a t  
e v e n  th is  is  a  v ic to r y  fo r  good . It is ,  th e n , th e  in h e r ­
e n t n a tu re  o f  e v il to , e v e n  th o u g h  it  g iv e s  sem b lan ces  
o f b e a u ty  and  tru th  and  h a p p in e s s , b e le s s  th a n  w hat 
can  come from  good .
Of c o u r se  good  came o f  it . Is  M aleldil a 
b e a s t  th a t  w e can  sto p  h is  p a th , or  a lea f  
th a t w e can  tw is t  His sh ap e?  W hatever you  
do, He w ill make good  o f  it . B ut n ot th e  good  
He had p rep ared  fo r  you  i f  you  had o b ey ed  
him. T hat i s  lo s t  fo r e v e r . The f i r s t  King and  
f ir s t  M other o f o u r  w orld  d id  th e  fo rb id d en  
th in g ; and He b ro u g h t good  o f i t  in  th e  end .
B ut w hat th e y  d id  w as n o t good; and w hat 
th e y  lo s t  w e h ave n o t s e e n . And th e r e  w ere  
som e to  whom no good  came nor e v e r  w ill 
com e. (P e r e , p . 121)
S tra ik  sum s u p  th e  m ajor aim o f  ev il: d e lu s io n . 
"The k ingdom  o f God is  to  be rea lized  h ere  —  in  th is  
w orld . And i t  w ill b e . At th e  name o f J e su s  e v e r y  
k n ee  sh a ll bow." (THS, p . 78) F ilo stra to  s a y s  th e  sam e 
th in g , th e  co rru p tio n  o f  a ll good  b y  e v il , in  d if fe r e n t  
w ord s. "Does i t  follow  th a t b eca u se  th ere  w as no God 
in  th e  p a s t  th a t th e r e  w ill be no God a lso  in  th e  
fu tu re?"  (THS. p . 179)
L ew is’ th e o lo g y , e sp e c ia lly  h is  trea tm en t o f e v il , 
r u n s  a sim ilar c o u r se  w ith  m odern th eo lo g ica l co n ­
c e p ts ,  w ith  on e major d if fe r e n c e . It is  a  p r e v a le n t  
b e lie f  in  C h ristian  c ir c le s  th a t God is  in  His H eaven, 
S atan  ch a in ed , and  man is  th e  m aster o f h is  fa te .  
T here w ill be a ju d g em en t, b u t u n til th e n , a s  th e  
D eists  b e lie v e d , th e  b io log ica l and  e te r n a l c lo ck  t ic k s  
aw ay w ith  l i t t le  h ea v en ly  in te r fe r e n c e  and  no d iab o li­
ca l m a n ifesta tio n s on E arth . L ew is, a s  h as b een  in d i­
ca ted  in  th e  th r e e  n o v e ls  m aking up  h is  sp a ce  tr ilo g y ,  
r e c o g n iz e s  in s te a d  th a t e v il and th e  e f f e c t s  o f  e v il ,  
th e  D evil and  h is  s e r v a n ts , and  th e  h o s ts  o f h e ll e x is t  
and  fu n c tio n  on E arth , sh a p in g  ou r l iv e s  a s  su r e ly  a s  
God w ork s h is  m agic up on  u s .
Much o f w hat T olk ien  had to  sa y  co n c e r n in g  B ib­
lica l e sc h a to lo g y  and  th e  A p oca lyp se  stem m ed from  
th is  sam e in te r e s t  in  th e  r e c e iv e d  m yth s o f  C h ris­
t ia n ity . L ew is, in d eed  had n e v e r  u n d erestim a ted  th e  
pow er o f m yth; in  fa c t , lik e  T olk ien  he w as fo r e v e r  
reca llin g  th e  n o rth ern  s to r ie s , e sp e c ia lly  th e  m yth  o f  
th e  d y in g  god  B alder. He im m ediately r eco g n iz ed  th e  
trem en d ou s ro le  m yth p la y ed  both  in  la n g u a g e  and  li t ­
e r a tu r e , b u t h e did n ot b e lie v e  in  th e  m yth s th a t so  
d e lig h te d  him. For L ew is, th e s e  m yth s w ere  b ea u tifu l
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and m oving but u ltim ately  u n tru e . As he u ltim ately  
e x p r e sse d  it  to  T olk ien , m yths are " lies and th ere fo re  
w o rth le ss , e v e n  th o u g h  b rea th ed  th ro u g h  silv er ."  
(C arpenter, The I n k lin g s , p . 46) It w as T o lk ien ’s  
argum ent, th o u g h , th a t carr ied  th e  d ay  and  e v e n tu a lly  
led L ew is to  h is  d is c u ss io n  o f M yths in  th e  tr ilo g y .  
M yths for  T olk ien  w ere not lie s . All w o rd s, in  fa c t all 
la n g u a g e  is  m yth ic. O b jects th a t we are fam iliar w ith  
lik e  tr e e s  and s ta r s  w ere named b y  p rim itive p eo p les  
w h ose outlook  and v iew  w ere d if fe r e n t from th e  o u t­
look and v iew  o f L ew is and T olkien . To th o se  f ir s t  
p r im it iv e s ,  th e  w orld  w a s  a liv e  w ith  m y th o lo g ic a l  
b e in g s . To them  th e  w hole w orld  w as, a s  T olkien p u t  
it , "m yth-w oven  and e lf -p a tte r n e d ."  (The I n k lin g s , p. 
46) I t  th en  fo llow ed  for  T olk ien , and th is  is  th e  a r g u ­
m ent th a t e v e n tu a lly  co n v in ced  L ew is o f th e  tru th  o f  
T olk ien ’s s ta tem en ts co n c e r n in g  m yth s, th a t s in c e  man 
is  o f God and u ltim ately  n ot a liar, man’s w ork s and  
id ea s  r e f le c t  e te r n a l tr u th . Man m ight p e r v e r t  h is  
th o u g h ts  in to  lie s , and th is  becam e a c en tra l is s u e  for  
T olkien  in  The Lord o f th e  R in gs, b u t in  th e  end  
s in c e  h e  com es from  God n o t o n ly  h is  a b s t r a c t  
th o u g h ts  b u t a lso  h is  im agin ative  in v e n tio n s  m ust be 
tru e . In p ra c tic in g  m yth op oetics , a s  T olk ien  peop led  
h is  w orld w ith  e lv e s , g o b lin s , and d ra g o n s, th e  su b ­
crea to r  a c tu a lly  fu lf il ls  God’s  p u rp o se . All m yth s, both  
p agan  and C h ristian , a re  n e v e r  ju s t  lies; th e r e  is  
a lw ays th a t e lem ent of tru th  in  them .
"Good and  ill have n ot ch a n g ed  s in c e  y e s te r y e a r ;  
nor a re  th e y  one th in g  am ong E lves and D w arves and  
a n oth er  am ong M en.” (T olk ien , The Two T ow ers, p . 41, 
h e rea fter  a s  TT) For T olk ien , good and e v il s t r u g g le s  
for  su p rem acy  u n til th e  end  o f th in g s , and  it  i s  th a t 
s tr u g g le  w hich  is  th e  s to r y  o f  The Lord o f th e  R in g s. 
R eflec tin g  C hristian  m yth , e v il is  s tr o n g  b eca u se  it  
a lw ays com es from  good , b u t it  is  a lw ays m issh ap en , a 
p e r v e r s io n  o f God and His crea tion .
B iblical e sc h a to lo g y  and P ro v id en ce  are  C hristian  
m yths w hich  are in ter lin k ed . T he f ir s t  is  a s tu d y  of 
and a r eco g n it io n  o f e n d in g s  — d ea th , ju d gem en t, 
h eaven  and h ell, and  th e  seco n d  is  fa ith  in  th e  u lt i­
mate d iv in e  co n tro l o v er  th e  w hole o f  h is to r y . S in ce  
e sch a to lo g ica l m yths fo r e c a s t  an en d , th a t is  a ccep ted . 
For T olk ien , P ro v id en ce  su p p o r ts  h ope fo r  th e  co n ­
sum m ation o f  a ll th in g s . Both e sc h a to lo g y  and P ro v i­
d en ce  a lso  p r e su p p o se  cer ta in  n o tion s ab ou t time and  
it s  fu n ctio n  in  th e  h is to r y  o f  th e  w orld . T he Lord of  
th e  R ings co n ta in s  an an a log ica l w orld in  it s  th ird  
a g e . T h ese  a g e s , T olkien m akes it  c lea r , are  n ot ch ro ­
n o log ica l su c c e s s io n s  or in ev ita b le  ev o lu t io n s . T h ey  
are a lso  n ot cy c lic a l in  n a tu re  h a v in g  no m yth o log ica l 
p a ttern  o f  e tern a l r e c u r r e n c e . Each a g e  c o n s t itu te s  a 
k a iros , a  tim e o f o p p o r tu n ity  and  fu lfillm en t. Time, 
th e n , c o n s is ts  o f a continuum  o f tim es, each  w ith  it s  
ow n ch a ra cter , s ig n if ic a n c e , and p u rp o se . As Gandalf 
s a y s , "Other e v ils  th e r e  are  th a t may com e, y e t  it  is  
not our p a rt to  m aster a ll th e  t id e s  o f th e  w orld , but 
to do w hat is  in  u s  fo r  th e  su cco r  o f th o se  y e a r s  
w h ere in  w e are  s e t , u p ro o tin g  th e  e v il in  th e  f ie ld s  
th a t w e know , so  th a t th o se  w ho liv e  a fter  may h ave  
clean  earth  to  till. What w ea th er  th e y  sh a ll h ave  in 
n ot o u rs  to  ru le."  (The R eturn of th e  K ing, p . 155 
h e rea fter  a s  RK)
By th e  time of th e  th ird  a g e , th a t w ea th er  is  
th rea ten in g . Gandalf r e c o g n iz e s  th a t th e  s tr u g g le  
b etw een  Sauron  and  th e  r in g -b e a r e r  is  b oth  d e c is iv e  
and cosm ic in  sco p e , and th is  is  th e  im age of th e  Bib­
lical A p oca lyp se . It is  both  an end  and  a c r is is .  It is  
ch a ra c ter ized , a s  it  is  in  R evela tion s, b y  a p o s ta sy . In  
M id d le-earth , Boromir, D enethor, and e v e n  Sarum an  
r e p r e se n t  th is  fa llin g  aw ay from g o o d n e ss . In add ition
to  a p o s ta sy , th e  fin a l tim es are  fu ll o f in te n se  s u f fe r ­
in g  for  th e  fa ith fu l w ho are  o ften  draw n tow ard  
d esp a ir . T he c h ie f  a r c h ite c t  o f th e ir  torm ent in  th e  
C h ristian  m yth is  th e  A n tich r ist. Sauron  i s  T o lk ien ’s 
v e r s io n  o f  th a t "m onster of in iq u ity , w ho w ill tr e a c h e ­
r o u s ly  a tta ck  h is  w eak u n s u sp e c t in g  n e ig h b o r s , bu t 
w ho w ill be sm itten  and d e s tr o y e d  by  th e  pow er o f  
God in  a r e so u n d in g  d isa ster ."  (H.H. R ow ley, The R ele­
v a n ce  o f  A p oca lyp tic , p . 32)
The h a p p y  en d in g  o f  T o lk ien ’s m yth is  accom ­
p lish ed  b y  a k ind  o f fo u r  h ead ed  com posite  hero: Gan­
d a lf, A ragorn , Frodo, and Sam. G andalf h a s  th e  pow er  
o f good in  h is  w h ite n e s s  p u r if ied  in  h is  s t r u g g le  w ith  
th e  B alrog. A ragorn  h as th e  k in g ly  q u a lit ie s  n e c e s s a r y  
for  th e  r id er  u p on  th e  w h ite  h o rse  in  th e  n in e teen th  
ch a p ter  o f  R evelation . F rodo is  th e  one ca lled  to  s u f ­
fe r , th e  C h r is t -lik e  f ig u r e  w ho is  su r e  o f  h is  en d  but 
n ot q u ite  su r e  o f  h is  a b ilit ie s . Sam’s  p a r t in  th e  
dow nfall o f  e v il tu r n s  ou r a tte n tio n  ’ aw ay from  th e  
a p o ca ly p tic  im ages and  s u g g e s t s  th a t u ltim ate ly  th e  
w orld  may be sa v e d  n ot ju s t  b y  th e  overw h elm in g  
g ra ce  and  pow er o f  God b u t b y  a g ra ce  th a t is  sim ple  
and hum ble in  i t s  red em p tive  su f fe r in g .
A ragorn , h o w ev er , is  a lso  th e  a n c ie n t ly  prom ised  
on e , th e  k in g ly  in carn ation  o f  C hrist. He is  th e  con ­
s ta n t rem inder o f th e  g lo r y  th a t is  to  come in  th e  end  
o f tim e. Not o n ly  is  h e  s tr o n g  in  b a tt le , b u t he is  
a lso , a s  L ego las and  Gimli w itn e s s , th e  King of th e  
Dead. At Minas T irith  he a lso  fu lf i l ls  a n o th er  fragm en t  
o f th e  a n c ien t m yth b y  b r in g in g  back  Faram ir, Eowyn, 
and  M erry from  th e  b rin k  o f  d ea th . When th e  White 
Crown is  f in a lly  p laced  on h is  h ead , it  is  c lea r  to all 
th a t h e is  r ev ea led  for  w h at h e is ,  and  T o lk ien ’s  
d e sc r ip tio n  o f  th e  e v e n t  is  m essian ic  in  i t s  im agery .
Tall a s  th e  s e a -k in g s  o f o ld , h e stood  
a b o v e  all th a t w ere  near; a n c ie n t o f d a y s  he 
seem ed and y e t  in  th e  flow er o f manhood; 
and  w isdom  sa t  up on  h is  brow , and s tr e n g th  
and  h ea lin g  w ere  in  h is  h a n d s, and  a lig h t  
w a s a b o u t him . And th e n  F aram ir sa id :  
"Behold th e  King!" (RK, p . 246)
T olkien  g iv e s  u s  an e v e n  more s ig n if ic a n t  b a sis  
for  hope in  th e  p a ttern  o f lit t le  v ic to r ie s  w h ich  p r e ­
f ig u r e  g o o d ’s  u ltim ate trium ph. Tom Bom badil’s r e sc u e  
of th e  H obbits from  th e  b a rrro w -w ig h ts , th e  Old For­
e s t ,  M ount C aradhras, F an gorn , Helm’s D eep, Isen g a rd , 
th e  P elen n or F ie ld s, C irith U n go l apd th e  Black Gate 
o f Mordor and Mount Doom it s e l f  a ll are  s tr u c tu r e d  in  
th e  sam e m yth ic m anner. _ D espair  is  a b r u p tly  tr a n s ­
form ed in to  jo y  b y  a su d d en  and u n ex p ected  d isp la y  
o f pow er, e ith er  th e  pow er o f Tom or T reeb eard  or 
A ragorn  or  m ost o ften  Gandalf. It is  th e  w izard  who  
o ffe r s  th e  b e st hope b eca u se  he has b een  p u r if ied  in  
h is  m ovem ent from  G andalf th e  G rey to  G andalf th e  
W hite. The sup rem e m iracle o f G andalf becom es th e  
s ig n  o f s ig n s  th a t th e  a p o ca ly p se  is  a t hand and  th a t  
he is  rea d y  to p la y  h is  p ro v id en tia l ro le . In K hazad- 
dum th e  B alrog d r a g s  G andalf down "far, far  below  
th e  d e e p e s t  d e lv in g s  of th e  D w arves,"  w h ere  "the  
w orld  is  gnaw ed b y  nam eless th in g s ” o f w hich  ev en  
Sauron  th e  Dark Lord d oes n ot know . T hen  Gandalf 
p u r s u e s  th e  B a lro g  to  th e  h ig h e s t  p e a k , D u r in ’s  
T ow er, and  is  ab le  to  c a s t  him dow n. F inally  d a rk n ess  
ta k e s  G andalf, and he d ie s . The g r e a t  m iracle is  th a t  
he r e tu r n s  from  th e  dead , is  hea led  in  L oth lorien , and  
th en  rea p p ea rs  to  A ragorn , L ego la s and Gimli. A ragorn  
c r ie s , "Gandalf! B eyond  all hope you  r e tu r n  to  u s  in  
our need!" (TT, p . 98) "The Dark Lord h as Nine: But 
we h ave  One, m igh tier  th an  th ey : th e  White R ider. He 
h as p a sse d  th ro u g h  th e  f ir e  and  th e  a b y s s ,  and  th e y
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sh a ll fea r  him. We w ill go  w h ere  he leads."  (TT, p. 
104) P ip p en , who d esp a ired  in  M inas T irith  sa y s :  "No, 
my h ea rt w ill not y e t  d esp a ir . G andalf fe l l  and  has  
re tu rn ed  and  is  w ith  us."  (RK. p . 39)
Both k in d s  o f h op e, th e  k ind A ragorn  and  M erry  
fe e l  in  th e  fic tio n  and th e  k ind  th e  rea d er  fe e ls  o u t­
s id e  th e  s to r y , are  b a sed  u p on  th e  fa ith  in  th e  old  
m yth s th a t is  b ased  u p on  fa ith  a lone. In T he Lord o f  
th e  R in g s , h ope s p r in g s  from  th e  u n -h o p ed  for  r e tu r n  
o f G andalf w hich  i s  c le a r ly  a n a lagou s to  th e  h ope  
w hich C h ristian s b ase  on  God’s  m ig h tie s t  a c t, th e  
r e su r r e c t io n  o f J e su s  C hrist. G andalf c o n se q u e n t ly  
p a ra lle ls  th e  C h ristu s V ictor o f c la s s ic a l C h risto lo g y , a 
co n cep tio n  rooted  in  th e  a p o ca ly p tic  im age o f th e  Son  
of man, com ing in  pow er and g lo r y  and  w in n in g  th e  
v ic to r y  o v er  th e  d e v il and  h is  p ow ers. The d ea th  o f  
th is  C hrist w ould n o t prim arily  be th e  Son’s  o ffe r in g  
a sa c r if ic e  to  th e  F ath er  b u t h is  e n te r in g  th e  d ark ­
n e s s  w h ere  man is  im prisoned  and  fr e e in g  him by  
d e fea tin g  th e  prim al en em ies, s in  and  d eath .
C onsidered  a lleg o r ica lly , The Lord o f th e  R ings  
sp ea k s  n ot o n ly  o f  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  s t r u g g le  a g a in s t  
ev il, th e  in e sc a p a b ility  o f in v o lv em en t, th e  n e c e s s ity  
fo r  freedom , th e  s t u f f  o f heroism , and  th e  p o s s ib il ity  
for s ig n if ic a n t lo s s  w ith in  th e  s tr u g g le .  It a lso  v e h e ­
m ently  d ec la re s  th a t hope is  a  v ia b le  a lte r n a tiv e  in  
th e  fa ce  o f  ev il. The se v e r a l m in i-tr iu m p h s cu lm inate  
in  th e  h a p p ie s t o f e n d in g s . F rodo and Sam a ch iev e  
th e ir  q u e s t  and w ake in  th e  sw ee t a ir  o f Ith ilien . 
T h ey  se e  G andalf a g a in  a s  w ell a s  th e ir  o th er  fr ie n d s .  
T hey are  g lo r ified  in  w ord a n d . so n g , a m in stre l of 
Gondor h a v in g  com posed and perform ed  th e  la y  of 
Frodo and  th e  Nine F in g e r s  and  th e  R ing o f  Doom. It 
i s  le f t  fo r  Sam, th e  comm oner in  th e  a forem en tion ed  
q u a d r ip a rtite  h ero , to  p u t th e  e v e n t  in to  w ord s th a t  
can  b e u n d ersto o d  and  a p p rec ia ted . We are  to ld  th a t  
Sam "laughed  aloud fo r  sh e e r  d e lig h t, and he stood  
up and  cried : ’O g r e a t  g lo r y  and  sp len d or! And a ll my 
w ish es  h a v e  come tr u e !’ And th en  he w ept."  (RK, 232) 
T olkien  h as term ed th is  k ind  o f  h a p p y  en d in g  th e  
eu ca ta s tro p h e . It is  a su d d en  and jo y o u s  tu rn  o f 
e v e n ts  th a t g iv e s  o n ly  a f le e t in g  g lim pse o f a jo y  
w hich  g o e s  b eyon d  th e  s e n s e  o f  aw e and  w onder  
a ro u sed  b y  th e  s u c c e s s fu l  fa n ta sy  s to r y . It is  ra th er  
an a lagou s to  th e  jo y  in  th e  b ir th  o f C h rist, w h ich  is  
th e  eu c a ta s tr o p h e  o f  th e  s to r y  o f th e  in carn ation .
The m etaphor for  C harles Williams w as pow er. The  
en d  w as a r e s u lt  o f th e  c o n flic t  b etw een  th e  tw o pow ­
e r fu l o p p o s ite  p o les . Good and  e v il ,  for  Williams, 
c o n sta n tly  s tr u g g le d  to  m anipulate o ccu lt  fo r c e s , to  
tr a n scen d  th e  lim itation s o f  tim e and  sp a ce , to  co n tro l 
m atter, th r o u g h  m ind, and  to d is c o v e r  th e  s e c r e t s  o f 
life  and d eath .
All o f  William’s n o v e ls  are a ttem p ts  a t b y p a ss in g  
a lle g o r y  and  c r e a tin g  m yth , e sp e c ia lly  th e  m yth s in  
th e  f ir s t  th r e e  c h a p te r s  in  G en esis. The P lace o f th e  
L ion, for  exam ple is  a p arab le  o f o n to lo g y , and th is  is  
o n e  a s p e c t  w h ic h  d i f f e r e n t ia t e s  W illiam s from  h is  
fr ien d  T olk ien . R ather th an  ex p lo r in g  B ib lical e sc h a to l­
o g y , Williams w r ite s  p a ra b les  o f both  c r e a tiv e  and  
m iscrea tiv e  kn ow in g . His f ic t io n , th e n , i s  h is  in te r p r e ­
ta tion  or re in te r p r e ta tio n  o f th e  G en esis m yth . The 
o n to lo g y  w h ich  is  p r e su p p o se d  in  William’s n o v e ls  is  
p a rtly  d er iv ed  from  and in h e r e n t in  th e  dogm atic fo r ­
m ulations to  w hich  h e s u b s c r ib e s  and how he rea d s  
them . His th e o lo g y  a s  em p hasized  in  h is  f ic t io n s  is  n ot 
d is c o v e r y  b u t ra th er  th e  com m unication o f  r e c e iv e d  
tr u th . He is  th u s  c lo se r  to  th e  G reek ch u r c h  fa th e r s  
than  to  th e  L atins w ho s t r e s s e d  a moral d u a lity  o f s in  
and h ea lin g  g ra ce . In  d ir e c t  c o n tr a s t  to L ew is, Wil­
liam s w as a ttra c ted  to  monism. The prim ary e v id e n c e  
o f th is  fo r  Williams w as h is  b e lie f th a t th e  g r e a t  tru th  
is  th a t e x is te n c e  i s  in h e r e n t ly  good  and m ust be  
know n a s  good . Worked ou t c o n s is te n t ly  a s  it  is  in  th e  
n o v e ls , th is  v iew  m akes it  p a r tic u la r ly  d if f ic u lt  to  deal 
ra tion a lly  or e v e n  a d e q u a te ly  w ith  e v il and  su f fe r in g  
and th e  r e a lity  of human s in fu ln e s s .  He is  th u s  c o g n i­
zan t o f th e  pow er o f d a r k n e ss , b u t, a s  L ew is o ften  
p o in ted  o u t, th is  k n ow led ge  b red  in  Williams a sk e p t i­
cism  and  pessim ism  n ot fo u n d  in  th e  w ork o f h is  fe l­
low  in k lin g s .
For C harles Williams, s in  is  p e r c e iv in g  th e  good  
a s  ev il. I f  th is  is  tr u e , th en  a cco rd in g  to  William’s  
o n to lo g ica l s tr u c tu r e , red em p tion  is  n ot ju s t  know l­
e d g e , b u t a  r eo r ien ta tio n  o f th a t k n ow led ge . In th e  
ty p ica l Williams n o v e l, th e r e  is  f i r s t  and  forem ost a 
pow er, n e ith e r  good nor e v il ,  th a t m akes i t s e l f  fe lt .  
T hat u ltim ate pow er is  g ra ce  w h ich  a lso  c o n ta in s  th e  
te rro r  th a t is  in sep a ra b le  from  th e  good . N ext, a man 
e ith e r  con firm s or d e n ie s  h is  own s e l f -c e n te r e d  imme­
d ia cy  and is  d irec ted  b y  th e  su p e r n a tu r a l in to  a tru e  
k n ow led ge  o f th e  to ta l co in h e r e n t p a ttern  o f  th in g s  or  
he is  c o n s ig n e d  to  h is  own dam nation . W hichever, h e  
h as ch o sen  th e  p ath  h im self. What Williams fin a lly  s a y s  
ab ou t good and e v il i s  th a t all human b e in g s  a re  
to ta lly  d e p e n d e n t on each  o th er , th a t Donne w as c e r ­
ta in ly  r ig h t  th a t  "no man is  an is lan d ,"  and th a t each  
th o u g h t and action  h as a b ea r in g  on  o th er  p eop le; 
c o n se q u e n t ly , e v e n  e v il a c tio n s  w ill p ro d u ce  good  and  
m any good  th in g s  w ill lead  to  e v il . In  e v e r y  p ie c e  o f  
hum an en d ea v o r  and  human b eh a v io r  th e r e  is  an  
enorm ous p o ten tia l fo r  both  good  and  e v il . His rom an­
tic  th e o lo g y , a s  it  h as b een  ca lled , p o in ted  th e  w ay to  
affirm ation  th ro u g h  lo v e  a s  o p p o sed  to  th e  a sce tic ism  
o f a ccep ted  th eo lo g ia n s . In  a d d itio n  he took  lite r a lly  
th e  m eaning o f  th e  cru c ifix ion ; th a t is , b y  ta k in g  on  
th e  s in s  o f th e  w orld , C h rist p o in ted  th e  w ay for  
m ankind. Each o f u s  can  s u b s t itu te  fo r  and p a ss  on  
our b u r d e n s  and pain  to  ou r fe llow  man.
The fa n ta s ie s  o f T olk ien , L ew is, and  Williams h ave  
a s ig n if ic a n c e  m uch b eyon d  w hat th e y  te ll o f each  o f 
th e s e  Oxford C h ristian ’s  v ie w s  o f  s in , d ea th , ju d g e ­
m ent, good and e v il . Not o n ly  do th e y  cr e a te  fa n ta s ie s  
o f th e  f ir s t  so r t , w orld s a liv e  w ith  im ag in a tive  b e in g s , 
p la ces , and  tim es b u t a lso , th r o u g h  th e ir  b e lie f  in  and  
su p p o r t o f  th e  m yth s o f  ou r p a g a n  and  C h ristian  p a st , 
th e y  cr e a te  fa n ta s ie s  o f an o th er  ilk , th e ir  u n iv e r s e s  
a liv e  w ith  m yth  and m eaning.
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h r o ss a , are  to  me th e  main th in g  th a t happened"  
(135); and  in  th e  b ook ’s la s t  p a g e s  he d e s c r ib e s  th e  
w ays o f  life  and d eath  in  th is  p r im itiv is tic  u top ia . 
R ather th an  go  in to  sp e c if ic  d e ta ils  o f h is  grad u al 
ed u ca tio n  h ere , I m ove to  th e  clim ax o f th is  a c t, th e  
hnak ra-h u n t .
The h u n t b r in g s  ab ou t a ch a n g e  for  th e  b e tter  
in  Ransom, b u t th e  moral n a tu re  o f th e  e v e n t  is  com­
p lex . E ven  a s th e y  p rep a re  for  th e  h u n t, Ransom fe e ls  
how m uch h e h as a lrea d y  ch an ged :
A sh o r t  tim e ago , in  E n gland , n o th in g  
w ould  h a v e  seem ed more im p ossib le  to  Ransom
than  to  a c c e p t th e  p o s t  o f honor and  d an ger  
in  an a tta ck  up on  an u n k now n b u t c e r ta in ly  
d ea d ly  aq u atic  m on ster. E ven  more r e c e n tly ,  
w hen  h e had f ir s t  fled  from th e  s o r n s , or  
w hen  he had la in  p ity in g  h im self in  th e  fo r ­
e s t  b y . n ig h t, it  w ould h a rd ly  h a v e  b een  in  
h is  pow er to  do w h at he w as in te n d in g  to  do  
to -d a y ... .  P erh a p s... th e r e  w as som eth in g  in  
th e  a ir  he now b rea th ed , or in  th e  s o c ie ty  of 
th e  h r o s s a , w h ic h  h ad  b e g u n  to  work" a 
ch a n g e  in  him.
(77)
E xh ib itin g  su f f ic ie n t  b r a v e r y  in  th e  f ig h t  w ith  
th e  h n a k ra , Ransom a c h ie v e s  a new  s e n s e  o f m anhood. 
At th e  sam e tim e, he fe e ls  a new  o n e n e ss  w ith  th e  
h r o ssa ; th e y  are  a ll h n u a , a ll ra tion a l anim als, Ransom  
a s  w ell a s  Hyoi. At th is  p o in t th e  n arrator  s a y s  o f  
Ransom, "He had grow n  up" (81). It i s  a major accom ­
p lish m en t in  th e  en fa n ce  o f  Elwin Ransom.
B ut th is  is  w h ere  th e  moral com p lex ity  com es in . 
In sa y in g  "He had grow n  up," is  th e  n arra tor  o n ly  
in d ica tin g  Ransom’s v iew  o f th e  e x p er ie n c e  a t th a t  
moment? I f  so , a r if le  sh o t s h a t te r s  our u n q u a lified  
a ccep ta n ce  o f  h is  v iew . H yoi’s  d ea th , s a y s  Whin, com es 
from  th e ir  n ot h a v in g  o b ey ed  th e  e ld il’s  command to  
sen d  Ransom to  th e  O yarsa im m ediately (83). T he com­
mand came b efo re  th e  hnakra  a ttack ed ; Ransom and  
th e  o th e r s  a ll ch o se  to  f ig h t  it  in s te a d  o f  r e tr e a t in g  
to  p u t Ransom a sh o re . Now Ransom fe e ls  te r r ib ly  
g u ilty  ab ou t Hyoi’s d ea th . Was th e  k illin g  o f th e  
h n a k ra , th e n , a  bad a c t  in s tea d  o f a good one? Did 
Ransom th e r e b y  grow  u p , or d id  he in d eed  fa ll dow n?  
It is  a  d if f ic u lt  q u estio n . I t  is  th e s e  e v e n ts  to  w hich  
th e  O yarsa w ill r e fe r  la te r , in  M eldilorn: "I s e n t  my 
e ld il to  fe tc h  you," h e w ill sa y  to  Ransom, "but s t ill  
you  w ould  n o t com e... and  h n a u ’s  blood h as b een  
shed" (120).
Good d o es  come from  th e s e  clim atic e v e n ts  am ong  
th e  h r o s s a . A s Ransom le a v e s  them  b eh in d  to  make h is  
w ay to  th e  O yarsa, he d eterm in es to  o b e y  th e  e ld ila  
from  now  on  ra th er  th an  to  tr u s t  h is  own ju d g em en t  
(85). T h is r e so lu tio n  s ta n d s  him in  good  stea d  d u r in g  
h is  a rd u o u s clim b u p  th e  m ountains and on to  M eldi­
lorn . T h is ch a n g e  in  a tt itu d e  s t r ik e s  me a s  more 
im portant th an  h is  C onradian co u ra g e  in  th e  h n ak ra -  
kill. Not th a t th e  co u ra g e  is  un im p ortan t. As he clim bs  
he co n tem p la tes th e  c h a n g e s  w ith in  h im self, c o n tr a s t­
in g  th a t in itia l te r r o r , s e l f -p i ty ,  and  lack  o f  d irec tio n  
w hen  h e f i r s t  e sca p ed  W eston and  D evin e, w ith  h is  
c u r r e n t  w e ll-b e in g  and  s e n s e  o f d u ty ; he fe e ls  c o n fi­
d en ce  and  e v e n  p lea su re  (86 -87 ).
Ransom r e a c h e s  h is  th ird  m ilestone th r o u g h  th e  
h elp  o f  th e  so r n s . A u gray  e sp e c ia lly  te a c h e s  Ransom  
many th in g s  ab ou t M aleldil’s  sy stem ; w h erea s  h e had  
fea red  th e s e  g ia n t c r e a tu r e s  from  th e  b e g in n in g , Ran­
som h as now tu rn ed  a co rn er  in  h is  a tt itu d e  tow ard
so r n s  (97, 101). T h ey  w ill o cca sio n a lly  and u n d e r ­
sta n d a b ly  s ta r t le  him w ith  th e ir  lo o k s , b u t he c o n tin ­
u e s  to  lea rn  from th e ir  u n fa llen  rea so n . He g a in s  from  
them  a new  p e r s p e c t iv e  on  tr u th  a s  he \  le a r n s  more 
a b ou t M ars/M alacandra and  how i t  c o n tr a s ts  w ith  
E arth in  th e  num ber o f  ra tion a l s p e c ie s ,  e tc . He is  
b e in g  r e -e d u c a te d  —  sh a k en  o u t o f  h is  E a rth -b o u n d , 
tw e n tie th -c e n tu r y  v ie w s . I f  w e d o n ’t  p u sh  th e  d iv i­
s io n s  too fa r , w e can  sa y  th a t am ong th e  h r o ssa  Ran­
som ’s h ea rt m atures and  am ong th e  so r n s  h is  head  
m atures.
In th e  h e a v e n s , am ong th e  h r o ss a , and  w ith  th e  
se r o n i, Ransom h a s  lea rn ed  and  c h a n g ed . The fo u r th  
m ileston e fo r  th is  p ilgrim  is  M eldilorn, th e  h o ly  is la n d  
o f th e  O yarsa, th e  c h ie f  e ld il o f  th e  p la n et . T his  
m ileston e d o es  n ot m ark a n o th er  ch a n g e  in  Ransom, 
b u t i t  sh ow s how much h e h a s  ch a n g ed .
Much o f th e  d if fe r e n c e  is  in d ica ted  in  b r ie f  in  
h is  r e p ly  to  th e  O yarsa’s  a c cu sa tio n  th a t he h a s fe a r ­
fu l ly  a vo id ed  th is  m eeting: "That is  tr u e , O yarsa. B ent 
c r e a tu r e s  a re  fu ll o f  fe a r s . B ut I am h ere  now  and  
rea d y  to  know  y o u r  w ill w ith  me" (122). In  th e  clim ac­
t ic  e v e n ts  th a t  e n su e , Ransom c o n tr a s ts  m ost fa v o r ­
a b ly  w ith  W eston, in  e v e r y th in g  from  lin g u is t ic  a b ility  
to  b a sic  g o o d n e ss  on  M alacandra com bine in  th o se  
m arvelou s tr a n s la tio n s  h e m akes o f  W eston’s sp e e c h  to  
th e  O yarsa (e .g ., 135-36). H em ingw ay o n ce  sa id  th a t  
w hat a good  w r iter  n e e d s  m ost is  a r e lia b le , b u ilt- in  
crap  d e te c to r . Ransom h a s  d ev e lo p ed  on e on  M alacan­
dra  and  a c c o r d in g ly  c u ts  W eston’s  sp e e c h  to  i t s  rea l 
m eaning.
P h ase  one o f R ansom ’s  p ilgr im age  soon  e n d s . The 
h e a v e n ly  p o w ers h elp  th e  tr io  r e tu r n  s a fe ly  to  E arth . 
T h ey h a v e  b een  gon e  n in e  m onths, and  th e  s tra in  
p u ts  Ransom in  th e  h o sp ita l fo r  th e  n ex t th r e e  m onths 
(T hat H ideous S tr e n g th  231, 232). B ut o th erw ise  th e  
tr ip  has done him g r e a t  good , and  th e  d if fe r e n c e  w ill 
b e a p p a ren t in  P ere la n d ra . th e  seco n d  volum e in  th e  
p ilgr im age  o f  Elwin Ransom.
W orks C ited
G reen, R oger L an celyn , and  W alter H ooper. C.S. Lewis: 
A B io g ra p h y . 1974. New York: H a rvest-H arcou rt, 
1976.
L ew is, C.S. Out o f th e  S ile n t P la n e t. 1938. New York: 
Macmillan, 1965.
-----. P ere la n d ra . 1943. New York: C ollier-M acm illan,
1962.
-----. That H ideous S tr e n g th . 1945. New York: Macmillan,
1965.
-----. The W eight o f  G lory and  O ther A d d r e s s e s . 1949.
Grand R apids, MI: E erdm ans, 1965.
P ope, A lexander. S e lec ted  P o e try  and  P r o se . Ed. Wil­
liam K. W imsatt, Jr. New York: Holt, R inehart and
W inston, 1951.
The N ature o f  E vil, co n tin u ed  from  p a g e  13
M anlove, C.N. T he Im pulse o f  F a n ta sy  L itera tu re . Kent, 
Ohio: The Kent S ta te  U n iv e r s ity  P r e s s , 1983.
______________• M odern F a n ta sy . C am bridge: C am bridge
U n iv e r s ity  P r e s s , 1975.
S ale , R oger. M odern H eroism . B erk eley : U n iv e r s ity  o f  
C alifornia P r e s s , 1973.
U ran g , G unnar. Shadow s o f  H eaven . P h iladelph ia: P il­
grim  P r e s s , 1971.
